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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This action is in response to the set of claims filed on 03/1 8/2008. 

Claim 66 is canceled. Claims 18-30, 43-49, 67-86 are subject to restriction/election 
requreiment. Claims 1-17, 31-42, and 50-65 present in this action. 

Claims 1-65, 67-86 are pending in the application. 



Information Disclosure Statement 



2. The contents of information disclosure statement filed 03/1 8/2008 which are lined 
through fail to comply with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .98 because these contents cannot be 
listed in a printing patent. These contents which are the internal office actions such as a reply or 
a notice of allowance issued by a patent Examiner should not be listed in a printing paten t. 

According to 37 CFR 1.98 (a) (2) (ii) or (iv), the considered portions, i.e. with the 
Examiner's initials will be listed in a printed patent: 

(ii) Each publication or that portion which caused it to be listed, other than U.S. 
patents and U.S. patent application publications unless required by the Office; 
(iv) All other information or that portion which caused it to be listed. 

Therefore, pursuant to 37 CFR 1.98, Applicants should submit the contents as U.S. patents, US- 
patent application publications, and/or pending unpublished U.S. applications . 

As per request for considering the portions/contents that are the internal Examiner office actions, 
these portions/contents are considered by the Examiner , but they are lined through because of 
37 CFR 1.98 (a) (2) (ii) or (iv). 
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Response to Arguments 

3. Applicants' amendment necessities new ground rejections presenting in this action. The 
arguments are moot in view of the new ground of rejection. 

Regarding the argument to the Examiner's request for restriction on claims 40-41 : 
Claims 40-41 are claiming graphical user interface in which the elements are icons graphically 
displayed on a display device comprising icons. The added icons are extending the limitation 
Claims 31; they do not show any functionally related to management module. The appearance of 
Claims 40-41 has the claims into another class which cause the lack of unity of the claimed 
invention. Since icons are already recited in the claims in which it is restricted without traverse 
from Applicants. The request of Examiner for restriction is aimed for the unity of the claimed 
invention. Thus, Claims 40-41 are requested canceling for the unity of the claimed invention. 

Regarding the argument to the rejection of Claims 31-42 and 50-56 under 35 USC 101: 

Claims 31-41 recite a system for configuring a management module for use in a 
monitoring operation associated with a computer system. The "system" of the claims lacks 
connecting the elements that cause the system to be functioned as hardware. The terms "for 
use", "associated with a computer system" are merely the intended use of the system. The terms 
do not cause the system to be a hardware system. 

Therefore, the descriptions for the claim as to detect and identify components, to 
compare, to incorporate the description files, to load the configuration files appear being the 
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descriptive functional material of software programs . A system that lacks hardware connections 
remains related to software per se. 

In view of the amendment that amends claims 50-56 as a computer readable storage 
medium storing computer executable instruction, the instructions cause a computer to perform a 
method, the rejection under 35 USC 101 to the claims is withdrawn. 

Regarding the amendment to Claims 1-17, 31-42, and 50-65, the amendment necessitates 
new ground rejections presenting in this action. The arguments are moot in view of new ground 
of rejections. 



Double Patenting 



4. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting rejection 
is appropriate where the conflicting claims are not identical, but at least one examined 
application claim is not patentably distinct from the reference claim(s) because the examined 
application claim is either anticipated by, or would have been obvious over, the reference 
claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re 
Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 
USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re 
Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) may 
be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting 
ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to be commonly owned 
with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of activities undertaken within the 
scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 
3.73(b). 
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5. Claim 40-41 are rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claims 17-18 of U.S. Patent No. 7,237,086 Bl. Although 
the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other because: 

As per Claims 40-41 : 

Claims 40 and 41 recite a system as further limitations of claim 3 1 . The system of claim 40 is 
further operative to provide a graphical user interface displaying on a display device a graphical 
representation of the management module and each of the component detected and defined 
identified as being commutatively connected to the management module. 

The graphical representation comprises a first icon representing the management module, a 
plurality of other icons representing the components detected and identified; and graphical 
representations of the logical connections between the detected and identified components and 
the management module . 

Claims of 40 and 41 are dependent on claim 31, where claim 31 recites a system for 
configuring a management module for use in monitoring operations associated with a computer 
system, the system operative to: 

detect and identify components that are communicatively accessible to the management by way 
of a communication medium of the computer system prior to the management module being 
configured to monitor the components communicatively connected to the management module 
and analyze, based on the monitored components, whether an event has occurred in the computer 
system, 

compare the detected and identified components with a plurality of description files each 
describing a component which may be communicatively connected to the management module 
and analyze, based on the monitored components, whether an event has occurred in the computer 
system; 

incorporate the description files corresponding to each of the detected and identified components 
into a configuration file; and 

load the configuration file into the management module to provide the management module with 
an ability to receive operational information from the detected and identified components and 
analyze, based on the received operational information, whether an event has occurred in the 
computer system, where the operational information related to operations associated with the 
computer system. 



The US patent No. 7,237,086 Bl recite claim 17 and 18: 
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17. A system for customizing a management module responsible for monitoring operation of one 
or more components in a specific configuration specified for a baseboard of a computer system, 
the system comprising: a plurality of description files each describing a component in a set of 
components which may be included in the configuration (Broadly covers the recitation of Claim 31, 
which is characterized to compare the detected and identified components with a plurality of description files each 
describing a component which may be communicatively connected to the management module and analyze, based 
on the monitored components, whether an event has occurred in the computer system); 

a graphical user interface through which a user selects one or more components from the set of 
components for inclusion in a model being constructed based on the configuration; and means 
for incorporating each device description file corresponding to the one or more selected 
components into a configuration file operable for loading into the management module to 
provide the management module with an ability to receive information from the one or more 
selected components (Broadly covers the recitation of Claim 40, which is characterized to provide a graphical 
user interface displaying on a display device a graphical representation of the management module ). 

18. A system as defined in claim 17, wherein the graphical user interface comprises: a first 
portion comprising a plurality of graphical icons, wherein each of the plurality of graphical icons 
represent a component in the set of components which may be included in the configuration; and 
a second portion for creating the model using the plurality of graphical icons included in the first 

portion. (Broadly covers the recitation of C laim 4 1 , which is as a first icon representing the management module, a 
plurality of other icons rcpi cscnting the components detected and identified; and graphical r ep resentations of the 
logical connections between the detected and identified components and the management module). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent 
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

7. The claims 31-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non- statutory subject matter. 

As per Claim 31-42 : The claims recite a system that lacks hardware elements identifying the 
system as a hardware system. The system is thus merely the software. The terms "for use" and 
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"associated with a computer system" are merely the intended use of the system; the terms do not 
cause the system as a hardware system. Therefore, the descriptions for the claims as to detect 
and identify components, to compare, to incorporate the description files, to load the 
configuration files appear being the descriptive functional materials of software programs. A 
system that lacks hardware connections remains related to software per se. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in 
a printed publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the 
applicant for a patent. 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign 
country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of 
application for patent in the United States. 



9. Claims 1-17, 31-39, 42, 50-66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by RadiSys, "Platform Management", as CP80 Platform Management Overview (hereinafter: 
RadiSysl), and Universal Developer's Guide (hereinafter: RadiSys2)", 2000. 

Given the broadest reasonable interpretation of followed claims in light of the specification. 

As per Claim 1 : 
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RadiSys discloses A computer-implemented method for configuring a management module 
for use in monitoring operations associated with a computer system, the method comprising: 

(a) prior to the management module being configured to monitor a plurality of 
components communicatively connected to the management module and analyze, based on the 
monitored plurality of components, whether an event has occurred in the computer system 
(RadiSysl : See p. 8, and Figure 2), detecting a first component of the plurality of components 
communicatively connected to the management module, wherein the first component senses 
and provides to the management module operational information relating to operations 
associated with the computer system (See RadiSysl : Figure 2, API calls, sensor reading()); 

(b) identifying a type of information that may be p rovided by the detected first 
component (e.g. alarm, fan (RadiSysl, in p. 1 1)); 

(c) creating a configuration file specifying the type of information identified for the 
detected first component (RadiSysl, i.e. "Management software" such as Alarm module, 
Display Module, Managed fan module, that are graphically displayed in Figure 1, p. 3); and 

(d) incorporating the configuration file into the management module such that the 
management module is operable configured to receive the identified type of information from 
the detected first component and analyze, based on the identified type of information from the 
detected first component, whether an event has occurred in the computer system (RadiSysl, 
Figure 2, and discussed in p. 7, Centralized Event Receiving). 



As per Claim 2 : RadiSys discloses, 
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A method as defined in claim 1, wherein the management module is operable to 
communicate with the plurality of components of the computer system by way of a plurality of 
active slave addresses on a communication medium of the computer system, the plurality of 
active slave addresses being a subset of a plurality of possible slave addresses communicatively 
accessible to the management module by way of the communication medium, the detecting act 
(a) comprising: 

(a)(i) transmitting a discovery request on each of the plurality of possible slave addresses; 
and 

(a)(ii) responsive to the transmitting act, receiving an acknowledgement response from the 
first component indicating that the first component is communicatively accessible on a specific 
active slave address. (RadiSys2: See the communication diagram between System Management 
Software and the devices using communication of IPMB slave address, details are in the tables, 
for example, table 12, p. 21). 

As per Claim 3 : RadiSys discloses, 

A method as defined in claim 2, wherein the receiving act (a)(ii) comprises: 
receiving a plurality of acknowledgement responses from a specific plurality of the plurality of 
components, each acknowledgement response representing detection of each of the specific 
plurality of components on one of the plurality of active slave addresses, wherein the first 
component is one of the specific plurality of components and the specific active slave address 
is one of the plurality of active slave addresses on which at least one of the specific plurality of 
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components is detected. (RadiSys2: see details in the tables) 
As per Claim 4 : RadiSys discloses, 

A method as defined in claim 3, wherein the transmitting act (a)(i) comprises: 

(a)(i)(I) issuing a discovery request on a possible slave address (RadiSys2: details are in the 

tables, for example IPMI message includes Responder Slave Address); and 

(a)(i)(II) after a predetermined period in time has passed from which the discovery request was 

issued on the slave address, repeating the issuing act until each of the plurality of possible 

slave addresses have been pinged (RadiSys2: Refer to watchdog Timer (p. 13, and definition 

slave address on NetFn/LUN). 

As per Claim 5 : RadiSys discloses, 

A method as defined in claim 4, wherein the detecting act (a) further comprises: 

(a) (iii) in response to receiving the acknowledgement responses from each of the specific 
plurality of components, adding the active slave addresses from which the acknowledgement 
responses are received to a log file, wherein the log file, when complete, comprises a listing of 
each of the plurality of active slave addresses. (RadiSys2: See p. 4, forward events are logged) 
As per Claim 6 : RadiSys discloses, 

A method as defined in claim 5, wherein the identifying act (b) comprises: 

(b) (i) traversing the listing in the log file to extract therefrom an active slave address; (b)(ii) 
issuing an identification request to the extracted active slave address; 

(b)(iii) receiving information from one of the specific plurality of components 

communicatively accessible on the extracted active slave address; and 

(b)(iv) analyzing the received information to identify a type of information provided by the 
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component communicatively accessible on the extracted active slave address (RadiSys2: All 
the commands such as in the table 2, provide event logging, and the event logs provide the user 
to analyze detecting events in the IPMI subsystem as of Figure 1) . 
As per Claim 7 : RadiSys discloses, 

A method as defined in claim 6, wherein the extracted active slave address is the 
specific active slave address and the one of the specific plurality of components is the first 
component (RadiSys2: provided by IPMI message issued as being associated with detected event 
sensor). 

As per Claim 8 : RadiSys discloses, 

A method as defined in claim 6, wherein the identifying act (h) further comprises: 
(b)(v) repeating the traversing(b)(i), 
issuing (b)(ii), 

receiving (b)(iii) and analyzing 

(b)(iv) act for each of the plurality of active slave addresses included in the listing, wherein the 
configuration file is created by the creating act to specify the type of information identified for 
each of the specific plurality of components such that when the configuration file is 
incorporated into the management module, the management module is consequently operable 
to receive the identified types of information from each of the specific plurality of components. 
Claim functionality is the same to Claim 6, i.e. the user is manually using the system of Figure 1 
(RadiSys2) to repeat for each slave address of step (b) in Claim 6 (Note a manual acts would 
read on the guidance of the developer's Guide). 

As per Claim 9 : RadiSys discloses, 
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A method as defined in claim 1, further comprising: 

(e) defining a plurality of description files, each description file corresponding to a component 
which may be included within a configuration for the computer system, wherein the plurality 
of description files each specify a component classification for the component corresponding 
to each description file and the type of information that may be provided by the component. 

(RadiSys2: The standard software created by the Developer's guide using the configuration 
commands with respect to a device in the IPMO subsystem). 

As per Claim 10 : RadiSys discloses, 

A method as defined in claim 9, wherein the identifying act (b) comprises: 
(b)(i) issuing an identification request on tile first slave address, wherein the identification 
request commands the first component to respond with identification information associated 
with the first component; 

(b)(ii) receiving the identification information from the first component; and 

(b) (iii) analyzing the identification information against the plurality of description files to 
determine which of the plurality of description files corresponds to the first component 

The functionality of the claims is the same to the claim 6. See rationale provided to Claim 6. 

As per Claim 1 1 : RadiSys discloses, A method as defined in claim 10, wherein the creating act 

(c) comprises: incorporating the description file corresponding to the first component into the 
configuration file. RadiSys2: See Figure 1 - Basically, the claim recites a programming writing 
manner that is common to programmers. 

As per Claim 12 : RadiSys discloses, 
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A method as defined in claim 11, wherein the identification request is a standard request 
operable for commanding all components which may be communicatively connected to the 
management module to respond with identification information (RadiSys2: See descriptions in 
the Tables). 

As per Claim 13 : RadiSys discloses, 

A method as defined in claim 9, wherein each of the plurality of description files comprises an 
identification routine executable by the management module to create and transmit an 
identification request to components communicatively accessible on slave addresses, wherein 
the identification request commands the component corresponding to the description file to 
respond with a specific acknowledgement that the component is communicatively accessible 
on a particular slave address, the identifying act (b) comprising: 

(b)(i) extracting one of the plurality of description files; and 

(b)(ii) executing the identification routine specified in the extracted description file such that 
the identification request is transmitted on the first slave address. 

(RadiSys2: See descriptions in the Tables, used the commands for interfacing to the System 
Management Software - When executes the System Management Software or at IPMI API level, 
the links of an IMPI command set (as in the Tables) do the steps of this claim; particularly, the 
command set that include slave addresses) 

As per Claim 14 : RadiSys discloses, 

A method as defined in claim 13, wherein the identifying act (b) further comprises: 
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(b)(iii) if the specific acknowledgement is received from the first component on the first 
slave address, linking the first component to the extracted description file (RadiSys2: See 
Figure 1, considered to a device in the IPMI subsystem with respect to a sensor configuration 
defined to that device. 

As per Claim 15 : RadiSys discloses, 

A method as defined in claim 14, wherein the identifying act (b) further comprises: 
(b)(iv) if the specific acknowledgement is not received from the first component within a 
predetermined period in time, repeating the extracting and executing acts for another one of 
the 

plurality of description files until the identification information is received from the first 
component (RadiSys2: Refer to the developer using the Watchdog timer, with more timing). 

As per Claim 16 : RadiSys discloses, 

A method as defined in claim 14, wherein the creating act (c) comprises: 

incorporating the description file linked to the first component into the configuration file 

(RadiSys2: See figure 1). 

As per Claim 17 : RadiSys discloses, 

A method as defined in claim 9, wherein the component classification for the first 
component is sensor and the type of information that may be provided to the management 
module by the first component is selected from the group consisting of voltages, currents, 
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temperatures, velocity and acceleration (RadiSys2: See Figure 1., device type like cooling 
device in IPMI subsystem). 

As per Claims 31-39, 42 : See rationale addressed in the rejection of Claims 1-17. 
As per Claims 50-65 : See rationale addressed in the rejection of Claims 1-17. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claims 40-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over RadiSys, 
"Platform Management", as in CP80 Platform Management Overview (hereinafter: RadiSys 1), 
and in Universal Developer's Guide (hereinafter: RadiSys2)", 2000, , in view of Intel, "Intel ® 
Server System SSH4 Board Set", Intel Order number C20142-001, 10-2003, pages: 1-180. 
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As per Claims 40-41 : Further noted to the claims 40-41 : The claims appears to be functionally 
not related to other elements used in configuring methods as recited in the scope of Claims 1-17. 
Examiner further requests for restriction so that an issue of a patent application is a single 
invention. 

RadiSys appears associated the developments of the configuration command interface to the 
System Management Software in a standard computer. Where a standard computer includes 
standard graphic user interface such as a standard Windows operating system for allowing the 
user to interact with the inside computer "software" elements. 

Intel discloses a GUI (p.30) including, "graphical representation" (Intel: p. 38, and 50) 
that represents a configuration for the baseboard management controller. The graphical 
representation includes icons (p. 38, or p. 56), each is to provide a graphical user interface 
displaying on a display device (e.g. Windows NT menu bar, p.30) a graphical representation of 
the management module and each of the component detected and defined identified as being 
commutatively connected to the management module (Intel: p. 56). The graphical representation 
comprises a first icon representing the management module, a plurality of other icons 
representing the components detected and identified; and graphical representations of the logical 
connections between the detected and identified components and the management module (Intel: 
p. 30, p. 38,p.50). 

It is obvious to the ordinary in the art at the time of the filing, to include a common graphical 
user interface as Windows NT shown in Intel, with the platform of RadiSys for viewing and 
editing a file. Otherwise, the developers cannot see anything inside of the baseboard 
management controller. 
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Conclusion 

12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ted T. Vo whose telephone number is (571) 272-3706. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM to 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wei Y. Zhen can be reached on (571) 272-3708. 

The facsimile number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is the 

Central Facsimile number 571-273-8300. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
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